11/25/71 



Dear Sylvia, 

Happy Thanksgiving. My apologies for not writing for such a long time. I f ve 
been quite busy at school, and have been putting the assassination out of my 
mind. There have been a couple more letters from Belin— the end of our correspondence 
and then, of course, there was that horror in the Times— something which really 
upset me. 



Prior to the Times thing, I had been planning to write you a letter concerning 
the various concessions we'd gotten from Delin. You see, in addition to admitting 
to you that the Commission was not "wholly infallible," he made a couple admissions 
to me. He was good enough to admit that there was a "minor overstatement" when the 
Report said no one saw Oswald between 11:50 and 12;30. but he also told me that 
he does not support every action by the Commission and every statement in the Report. 
I don t have his letter with me now, but I believe he mentioned that he did not 
agree with the decision not to see the pix and X-rays (which was not the decision 
but let that slideXtfi err . ) I was beginning to think that Belin had come around 
ever so slightly, that perhaps he was searching around for an out, or, in the least, 
that he had been reduced to silence. 1 

Well, what a shock that Times piece was! I suffered the most exasperating sense 

0 frustration, as if all tliat writing didn't do a damned thing except possibly 
make him more hysterical, more in need of asserting his piety, etc. I haven’t 
even been able to bring myself to writie a letter to the Times about it, though 

1 will, perhaps even today. ^ 

Thank you for the account of Ned Crosby's talk with Belin. It had interesting 
points, but merely enhanced wnat has been growing in me— a severe disappointment over 
XX lied. I ve had some dealings recently frith him concerning Harold, and quite 
frankly I am less than impressed with him. At first I expected to be at odds 
with Harold, but it turned out that my faith in Harold was reaffirmed. („hich 
is not to say I am in complete agreement with everything Harold is doing right now. ) 
However, I think I wish nothing further to do with Ned. There is no need to drar 
you into this matter— indeed Ned very unfairly dragged me in — but I thought I 
should mention my disappointment. I don't think Ned is very corapetant in this 
field, and I fear he can do us harm. 



Jerry tells me you have not been feeling too well lately, 
improved since I last spoke to him. 



I hope things have 



Take care — and best wishes. 



November 25 , 1971 



The Editor 

Op-** rare 

The * ew York Uses 

Kew York IOO 36 

Dear 31ri 

I was extremely disappointed to see the article published on the op-ed pare 
of November 22, 19?t. ’’The Jarren Commission Was Tight," by David «elin, without 
any space river to tha opposing point of view. Not only was *x. * Glints article 
merely a watered down rehashing of the old arguments used in the .’arren Report t 
it never addressed the many well documented critiques of the e^ort, factual and 
legitimate criticisms offered to refute exactly the arguments he offers, ihe 
arguments o«f the critics have not weakened nor have those of the Commission become 
more tenable in the time that tho assassination has not been a popular controversy. 

Since the refutations of -*‘r. Selin's polnt3 have been long available to the 
public p I will not repeat them here. I would like to address Mr. ielin'o assurance 
that "truth was my only goal," for that was hardly the case as my research into 
and contact with him have demonstrated. 

dr. belin wrote that he concentrated in "Area II" in his work for the commission 1 
"The determination of who was the assassin of President Kennedy." This, It should 
be pointer! out, was not the original assignment. Kr. -elin's field of work was 
first called "Lee Ifcrvey Lswald as the assassin of President Kennedy," and If one 
checks the original outlines of the Commission's work, it is apparent that before 
the investigation war, begun, it was decided that Oswald was guilty, furthermore, 
although he suggested a les3 revealing lable for his work, there is no doubt that 
Hr. Lelin presumed -swald's guilt in accordance with hi 3 first instructions, he 
wrote a memorandum on January 30, 19^ (which car be found In the unpublished files 
of the Commission) in which ho stated without qualification that Lee uswald fired 
the assays i.nat ion shots. The Commission's investigation had not begun at the 
time that memorandum was written. 

f inally, for the ?ast several months I have been engaged in extensive corres- 
pondence with Nr. Lelin. I have presented him with several of the criticisms of 
his work which have been macJe public, plus others more obscure. This includes 
the persuasive case presented by Krs. Cylvia Yeagher that Nr. Lelin subborned perjury 
In taking the testimony of one Commission witness. Nr. x.elin has been unable to 
refute anything I have documented for him, other to assure me that he is convinced 
Oswald was guilty. That is hardly worth the ink with which it was written since 
Mr. Lelin was convinced of Oswald's guilt before he began hla investigation. 

It 13 indeed unfort unate that lawyers such a 3 Kr. Lelin who are supposed to 
represent law and justice arc in fact the foremost merchants of falsification, 
deceit and malfeasance, However, I fear it Is more unfortunate that such people 
are riven access to the media without opposing viewpoints presented. 

Sincerely, 



Howard Hoffman 



